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This l\:i\mv of Jan>:;; a-plaees all pnor versions and listings of claims in s'j-j appHcahon: 
Lhtim of Chims : 

1, {Previously Presented) A. system for providing availability answers for seating on an 
airline flight, the system comprises: 

an availability predictor that produces a predicted answer for seating availability on a 
competitive flight to the airline flight; 

an availability system thai produces an actual availability answer for the airline flight; 

and 

5 ' f ' ' U i i. 5 v lc*< ' { > <) ! t . \ 

actual availability answer from the availability system based on comparing the predicted answer 
!r- in th>. „v\ t el ihiiiiy pr.*dicL<r and the aeuul a\ ailahht} answu ilwn tin- n\ .abbilPy r>sie u. 

2, { Previ ously Presented y The system of claim 1 wherein the availability predictor 

f ' iv. ' * o 1 I'vMp.noil mot eer v , i » ■ . *\ ».\ n 

the availability system, arid the decision logic produces a bias that determines whether the actual 
availability answer from the availability system should be modified based upon a relative 
eon j . ,x\mo - , ; v cor, v \ *t oil, eat J\ ^ ,«» v v , u ^ ■{ i ' \ , * » ve * 

3, ( Previously Presented} The system of claim 1 further comprising: 

p\x ! w-e,o<\ ku o^po^\.' iv \W eu> ab 1 4 - s -< , \a , « ! v 

^ *~ fl ' . >. . 001 - ^!! , . t . .tKl^'^ ,005 " , . t i 

accordance with, me bias. 



4. ( Previously Presented) The system of claim i wherein the decision logic determines 
whether the- prediction from the availability predictor indicates that a competitor corresponding 
,v 4 v a\e at. ht\ - ed><. ha- \ > >wc U\ o,ah t ,v lex \wouo-a e m , >. i ^-a<bm t u t 
position c J t ^ I v «l lib jnswv i i udln t i 

\?V viondy Prv?ut:ed) system of claim ! vbercn ihc acu.a. a\ jh.uV.u^ answers 
dependent on the decision from the decision logic. 

(x iPiowoa^y Pie^med* fhe ss.mcto oi claim 1 whtrua <ht dengue from du. de> ^ioti 

logic has a plurality of states, 

7. {Previ >s {> , v ^) *. <t ( > o t j, ^ ^ , , 
suite that is doe> o , <. u> - « , he fsw u\>' ,e< m , ^ h v 

8. (Previously Presented) The system of clai m 6 wherein one of states biases the actual 
availabi kxy answer towards answering that a seat is available. 

9. (Previously Presented) The system of claim 6 wherein one of states bi ases the actual 

10. {Previously Presented) The system of claim 6 wherein a value of the state depends 
i„iek.' < ^.si'U.i"^ k , o. u . uMJM/j'orKv ^tL'i f v , > <io ;\ e^e^ v 

1 1 . (Previously Presented) The system of claim 3 wherein the decision logic, further 
comprises logic to determines whether the competitor's available booking codes are at a lower 
price than those that the availability system indicates the user of the system can offer. 



12. * Previously Presented* The system of claim .1 1 wherein if the decision logic 
determines that the competitor's available booking codes are not at ? lower price, then the system 
>.;:n lUuru a bios awards making the scat unavailable. 

13. ^Previously Presented) The system of claim 12 wherein the system receives a travel 
planning query; and if the decision logic determines that the competitor's available booking 
codes are not at a lower price, then the system tests whether the travel planning query was for a 
low cost fare and return a bias towards making the seat not available if the query was for a low 
cost tare, 

14. (Previously Presented) The system of claim 1 1 wherein if the decision logic 
determines th„d me competitor's a\ atiabie hooking codes are as a tower pnc. thau those being 
offered by the user of the system, the system returns a bias towards making the seat available. 

1 5. (Previously Presented) The system of claim 1 i wherein the system receives a travel 
planning query- and if the decision logic determines that die competitor's available booking 
codes are at a lower price than those being offered by the user of the system, the system 
determines whether the travel planning query was for a high cost fare, and returns a bias towards 
uvvsog .vc:. \\;a!.to\ J for a mc.h ^o? fare. 

16. (Previously Presented) The system of claim: t wherein, the decision returned changes 
die actual availability answer from the availability system, 

1.7. (Currently Amended) A method executed on a computer system the method, 
comprises: 

receiving by the computer system a reqiw to <r a «'b 1 ivo v I \ or . t u ,i , II »' t 
executing .in the computer system an algorithm to produce a predicted answer that 
predicts seating availability on a flight that is a competitive flight to the airline flight: 



those -which the availability system indicates the user of the system can offe 



24. (Previously Presented) The computer program product of claim 2 i wherein the 
aslructicuis to compare comprise instructions to: 

<k ermine whethei the ^:ed\:u.-t; ansvur indicated that a competitor ^ ,r a no;e h:\ .ibu.- 
k\ss ! v\ <u -j-ik (wpetkive position than the actual availability answer produced by the 
adahih > svr.-ra 

25 i Pn v ;eui\v Presented) The computer program product of claim 21 wherein 
> npanaiF produces a decision with respect to the actual availability answer, ?.he decision having 



32, (Previously Presented) The computer program product of claim 29 wherein. If the 
i^uv t>>~ - v ^ a-v. ve-f - , < . ;>de-> ate j, a o\^" one <rv-< sv t^.i ce ^ 1 j. \ 

N - ' ' I ^ <to v. \ k ^<uJ nA^jlo <. !«v". 

33. {Previously Presented} A computer program product residing on a computer readable 
medium for detennining relative availability of seating on an airline flight, the product 
comprising instructions for causing a computing device to: 

dei'j::mne a predicted an;->v ci foi .seating aw dabi 'Jtv on a ooTavnioj \ fj< h ! Ji u is t 
competitive flight 10 an airline flight; 

eo ; ^p;ue :ue prodieud <n,^w- jr d c '.u ac:iul axadabdr) a^v, .r d..:e~;s a ■ a \bc jes-rJ 
se«.i uwsdabsnh es^wei should VwnoddVd, and 

uouf\ filial a\ad;:hdrt\ ;-xv.\er us .-eeoiCanee «ith tu.. ;v\. ^ree^o:^ 



-i computer program product of £ 
i\ availability answer based upoj 

o the predicted answer. 

; iM;s..cui«as u> "\\\w> coup- v jMKjotvt.s to 

dcic;;ns'ie w 1 r t< p:o»1 v.-vV. on^o: indicates nuri ,j c^ t n 
U^wh)? rpeumv ;>c-n;<n Vi.iv, the acisul :.\.uLi>ih:\ ;nv\\ 

availability system. 

36. (Previously Presented) The compute n v k j roJuUi v 
comparing produces a decision with respect to K uua ibn,^ « 
a plurality of states. 




